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REMARKS 

Claims 1-2, 5-25, 28-38. and 41-57 are cumsntly pending in this appUcation. By 
vimie of this amendment claims 1, 5-6, 24. and 28-29 have been amended and claims 3 
4, 6r 26-27, 29, and 39-40 have been cancelled. New claims 44-57 have been added. 
Rficonslderaiion and allowance of the above referenced patent application in view of the 
amendments made above and the remarks to follow is respectfully requested* 

Applicant notes with appreciation the indication by Examiner that claims 15 anti 
38 stand objected to as being dependent on rejected base claims, but would be allowabk- 
if lewritten in independent form. Newly added independent claims 44 and 51 contain thr 
subject matter of claims 15 and 38 lewritten in independent fonn. As such these claims, 
and the claims depending from them, are believed to be allowable over the prior art. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 US>C. $102 and §103 
Claims 1-13. 16-17, 19, 21-25, 28-36, 39-40, and 42-43 stand rejected under 3^ 
U.S.C. §102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by Wada et al. 6,193,815 Bl (Wada). li» 
addition, claims M4, 16-17, 19-24, 26-37, 39-40, and 42-43 stand rejected under 3i 
U,S,C. §102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by Dolan 5,449,415 (Polan). 

In response, Applicant has amended independent claims 1 and 24 to speciHcally 
require meta-mngstate ions. In addinon. Applicant has amended dependent claims 5 an<.l 
28 to require the use of ammonium meta-tungstate. 

Applicants have surprisingly discovered that ammonium meta-tungstau: 
(NH^)6Wi2Q39> or its hydrated form C^5fH)4Wi2039« xHaO arc much more stable in 
solutions than sodium tungstate or potassium tungstate, especially aqueous solutions that 
are left to stand and age. Applicants have determined that solutions of sodium mngsutc- 
or potassium mngstate are much less stable and form a precipitate much more readily 
than solutions of ammonium meta-tungstate. 
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Wada teaches a conversion coating made of four components: phosphate ions, 
licamum, fluoride, and an accelerator. The source of tungstic acid or tungstatc is noi 
important in Wada (col. 5, lines 21-24). Tungstic acid/tungstate is listed as one of several 
possible acceleraiois (col. 3, lines 1«3). although Wada suggests that the sodium or 
potassium salts (i.e., Na2W04 or K2WO4) are prefencd sources of tungsten ions becaus*: 
of their relatively low cost In contrast. Applicants have determined that ammonium 
tungstate produces a much more stable solution than sodium or potassium tungstaie ami 
that thus sodium and potassium mngstates are no£ the preferred somce of tungstate ions, 
Wada does not describe or suggest the use of ammonium meta-tungstate, which has been 
found by Applicants to produce a much more stable solution than sodium or potassium 
salts of tungstic acid. 

Dolan also makes no mention of mcta-tungstate or. more particularly, ammonium 
mngstaie salts, which is required by Applicant's claimed invention. The only 
lungstare/mngstic acid source specifically mentioned by Dolan is silicotungstic acid 
(HsSiWi2043) (column 9, Une 17). Therefore Dolan does not anticipate the claims oi 
Applicant's invention because Dolan does not teach or fairly suggest all of the clcmcnis 
of Applicant's claimed invention. 

Applicant respectfully submits that none of the prior art, alone or in combination^ 
teach all of the elements of Applicant's claimed invention. Reconsideration and 
withdrawal of the rejection of claims 1-13, 16-17, 19, 21-25. 28-36, and 42-43 as betnj? 
anticipated by Wada and the rejection of claims 1-14, 16-17, 19-24, 26-37. and 42-43 i\s 
being andcipated by Dolan, is respectfully requested. 

Examiner's rejection of claims 39 and 40 as reciting a temperature that does noi 
lend patentabiEty to the claimed composition has been noted. Accordingly, these claim?, 
have been canceled. 



Examiner: A. Oltmans 
Art Unit: 1742 



{W1263220J 

10 



Recelvedllr(Hn<i12035752600>aliil2Sn 12:06:43 PM[^^^^ 



Aug-25-2003 12:09 Fron-CARMODY i TORRANCE +12035752600 T-4U P. 013/013 F-369 

Serial No.: 10/099,769 Examiner: A, Olimans 

Docket No. 2X56-090A Art Unit: 1742 

Claims 18 and 41 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly beint;. 
unpatentable over Dolan. Because, amended claims 1 and 24 are believed to bi 
allowable over the prior an of record, claims 18 and 41 would also be allowable over the 
prior art of record. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 18 and 4 1 
as being obvious over Dolan is respectfully requested 



CONCLUSION 

Applicants believe that the foregoing is a full and complete response to the OffiCir 
Action of TTCord. Accordingly, an early and favorable reconsideration of the rejection oi 
the claims is requested. Applicants believe that claims 1-2, 5, 7-25, 28, 30-38, and 41-57 
are now in condition for allowance and an indication of allowability and an early Notict: 
of Allowance of all of the claims is respectfully requested. 

If Examiner feels that a telephonic interview would be helpful, he is requested to 
call the undersigned at (203) 575-2648. 

Respectfully submitted. 



envifei Cal<4gra, R 



Jenlbifn Calcigni, Reg. 50^07 
Cannody & Torrance LLP 
SO I«avenwQrth Street 
P.O.Box 1110 
Watcrbury.CT 06721-1110 
(203)575-2648 
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